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important proviso, sc quantum per Christi legem licet;" which original condition is ever to be supposed in our acknowledgment of the royal supremacy. Consequently we give no authority to the prince, except what is consistent with the maintenance of all those rights, liberties, jurisdictions, and spiritual powers, which "the law of CHRIST" confers on His Church. (4.) The Church of England believes the jurisdiction and commission of her clergy to come from GOD, by apostolical succession, as is evident from the Ordination Services, and has been proved by the Papist Milner himself (Letters to a Prebendary, Let. viii.); and it is decidedly the doctrine of the great majority of her theologians. (5.) The acts of English monarchs have been objected in proof of their views on the subject. We are not bound to subscribe to those views. If their acts were wrong in any case, we never approved them, though we may have been obliged by circumstances to submit to intrusions and usurpations. But since this is a favourite topic with Romanists, let us view the matter a little on another side. I ask, then, whether the parliaments of France did not for along series of years, exercise jurisdiction over the administration of the Sacraments, compelling the Roman bishops and priests of France to give the Sacraments to Jansenists, whom they believed to be heretics ? Did they not repeatedly judge in questions of faith, viz. as to the obligation of-the Bull " Unigenitus ?" Did they not take cognizance of questions of faith and discipline to such a degree, that they were said to resemble " a school of theology ?' I ask whether the clergy of France in their convocations were not wholly under the control of the King, who could prescribe their subjects of debate, prevent them from debating, prorogue, dissolve, &c.
Did they not repeatedly beg in vain from the Kings of France, for a long series of years, to be permitted to hold provincial synods for the suppression of immorality, heresy, and infidelity ? Is not this liberty still withheld from them, and from every other Roman Church in Europe ? I further ask whether the Emperor Joseph II. did not enslave the Churches of Germany and Italy; whether he did not suppress monasteries, suppress and unite bishoprics, whether he did not suspend the Bishops
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